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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. In particular, this claims recites a "means for alternating 
between illumination of the first and second light sources...", and then in the last clause 
specifies that the first and second light sources are simultaneously illuminated 
(emphasis) which is self-contradictory. That is, there can no means to alternately 
illuminate and at the same time, simultaneously illuminate. There must be structure 
recited (like in Claim 13) that causes this function. Amendment is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1,3-8, 14-17, 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Oda et al.(Oda - US 2003/9963234). Looking at Figs. 1 and 6 of Oda, 
and comparing them with Claims 1 and 17, a display panel (para. 5), light redirection 
element 1 5, light guide 1 1 , a first light source 1 2 (left), a second light source 1 2 (right), 
each coupling light to light guide 1 1 in first and second directions respectively, wherein 
light redirection element 15 has a first groove structure 15a structure having a first 
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longitudinal axis and light guide 1 1 has a second groove structure 1 1 b having a second 
longitudinal axis which faces the first groove structure and are parallel therewith to thus 
anticipate the limitations recited in Claims 1 and 17. 

4. Regarding Claims 3-8 note Figs. 1 and 6 which show first and second groove 
structures 15a and 11b arranged in opposed configuration as recited in Claim 3; that the 
first groove structure 15a is a prism structure with a substantially triangular cross- 
section to meet Claim 4; and the angle joining the sides of prism 15a is between 50 and 
70 degrees (para. 48) to meet the range of between 10 and 70 degrees recited for this 
angle in Claim 5; that the second groove structure 1 1b is a prism structure with 
substantially triangular cross-section to meet Claim 7; and that the angle of the second 
groove structure is between 160 to 178 degrees (para. 38) meet the range of 150 to 179 
degrees recited for this angle in Claim 8. See Fig. 6. 

5. Regarding Claims 14-16, 19 and 20, note that light sources 12 are cold cathode 
lamps (para 64) as recited in Claim 14; that the display panel is an LCD panel (para. 5) 
to meet Claim 15; that the groove structures would inherently extend in a direction 
substantially perpendicular to rows in an LCD structure to meet Claim 16; and that the 
limitations recited in Claims 19 and 20 are the same as those recited in Claims 4-8 
rejected above, and are therefore, similarly rejected. See the rejections for Claims 4-8 
above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 2, 9-11, 18 and insofar as definite, 12, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oda, cited above as applied to claims 1 
above, and further in view of Baba (JP 2001-066547, of record). Not shown by Oda is a 
means for alternately illuminating first and second sources 12 of Oda. Baba shows this 
feature with means 7 which alternately illuminates light sources 2a and 2b in Fig. 1 
therein, and, is disclosed in paragraph 23 in the translation of this reference. It would 
have been obvious to apply the teaching of Baba in Oda for the reason given in Baba, 
namely, to provide for three dimensional display (para. 23) to thus directly meet the 
limitations of Claims 2, 9 and 10,12 (insofar as definite) and 1 8, while the limitation of 
Claim 1 1 is obvious in Baba since the images disclosed for the left and right eyes in 
Baba would correspond respectively to first and second users, each seeing different 
images from a single display device as recited (para 23 again). 



Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claim 13 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 
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9. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: None of the prior art of record or uncovered to date shows the feature of 
providing 3-D and 2-D images in a common display with a switch to switch between the 
two types of images in combination with illuminating first and second light sources either 
alternately or simultaneously to achieve respectively 3-D and 2-D images. Thus, Claim 
12 herein if rewritten to include the limitation of Claim 13 would be allowable, and at the 
same time, cure the technical deficiency defect (35 USC 112 rejection) of Claim 12. 

Conclusion 
Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments (Final Rejection Response of 12/21/2007) with respect to 
these claims based on the reference Ida et al (US 6,799,859) has been considered but 
are deemed moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection based on the reference to 
Oda et al, cited above. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOHN HEYMAN whose telephone number is (571 )272- 
5730. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am - 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Nelms can be reached on 571- 272-1787. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/J. H7 

Examiner, Art Unit 2871 



/Andrew Schechter/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2871 



